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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 
1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-60 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Objections 

2. Claims 23, 34, and 59 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
"one or more 15 minimum rates" should be "one or more minimum rates" (as related to claim 
23), "30 the placement" should be "the placement" (as related to claim 34), and "the 25 capacity 
data" should be "capacity data". Appropriate corrections are required. 

Note: Applicant is also required to correct any other typographical errors which may be 
present throughout the claims. 



Double Patenting 

3. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to 
prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not identical, but at least one 
examined application claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s) because the 
examined application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, the 
reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re 
Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re LongU 759 F.2d 887, 225 
USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re 
Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) may 
be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting 
ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned 
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with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the 
scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 
3.73(b). 

4. Claims 1-60 are provisionally are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-38 of copending 
Application No. 10/667136 

Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from 
each other because claim 1 of the present application discloses a method of planning a wireless 
local area network comprising while claim 1 of the copending application disclose a method for 
verifying a plan for a wireless local are network comprising various steps similar to those recited 
in the present application. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting claims 
have not in fact been patented. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

6. The claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 59 
recites, "code planning a wireless local area network, comprising code that performs. .." 
Note: for the process of examination, "code planning a wireless local area network, comprising 
code that performs receiving coverage. . ." will be interpreted as " computer-readable medium 
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having a set of instructions operable to direct a processor to perform the steps of receiving 
coverage..." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

8. Claims 1-24, 26-41, 52, 59-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Rappaport et al (Rappaport), U.S. Patent No. 6317599. 

Regarding claims 1, 59, and 60, Rappaport discloses a method of, an apparatus planning a 
wireless local area network, and a computer-readable medium having a set of instructions 
operable to direct a processor to perform the steps of receiving coverage, and an apparatus for 
(see abstract), comprising: receiving floor plan data about a site for the wireless local area 
network (i.e., In order to begin analyzing a communication network, a site-specific computer 
representation of the environment in which the communication network is or will be deployed is 
created 101. The present invention uses 2-D or 3-D computer aided design (CAD) renditions of a 
part of a building, a building, or a collection of buildings and/or surrounding terrain and foliage) 
(see fig. 1, col. 4, lines 1-33, and col. 5, lines 39-53); receiving coverage data about the site for 
the wireless local area network (i.e., the placement of components can be refined and fine-tuned 
prior to actual implementation of a system or network, wherein performance prediction modeling 
or measurement may be used for design and deployment; and to ensure that all required regions 
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of the desired service area are blanketed with adequate RF coverage) (see col. 3, lines 42-57); 
receiving capacity data about the site for the wireless local area network (i.e., using database 
information, predictions about coverage , interference, and performances can be made) (see 
abstract); and based at least on the floor plan data, the coverage data, and the capacity data, 
determining quantity, placement, and configuration of a plurality of access points of the wireless 
local area network (see col. 3, lines 45-51). 

Regarding claim 2, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
floor plan data is imported (i.e., a 3-D model of the environment is stored as a CAD model in an 
electronic database) (see col. 4, lines 1-2). 

Regarding claim 3, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
floor plan data is manually drawn via computer (see col. 4, lines 6-26). 

Regarding claim 4, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) wherein objects 
in the floor plan data are associated with radio frequency attenuation factors (see col. 5, lines 44- 
53). 

Regarding claim 5, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 4 rejection) wherein objects 
in the floor plan data are associated with radio frequency attenuation factors that depend on a 
technology standard of the wireless local area network (see col. 1, lines 37-44, and col. 5, lines 
44-53). 

Regarding claim 6, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
coverage data indicates coverage areas of the site serviced by the plurality of access points (i.e., 
transceivers) (see col. 3, lines 42-57). 
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Regarding claim 7, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 6 rejection) wherein the 
coverage data is indicated with at least the floor plan data (see col. 4, lines 1-10). 

Regarding claim 8, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 6 rejection) wherein the 
coverage data depends on a technology standard of the wireless local area network (wireless 
local area network coverage area inherently uses appropriate standard of the WLAN standard 
(see col. 1, lines 37-44). 

Regarding claim 9, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 8 rejection) wherein at least 
one coverage area supports one or more technology standards of the wireless local area network 
(wireless local area network coverage area inherently uses appropriate standard of the WLAN 
standard (see col. 1, lines 37-44). 

Regarding claim 10, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising: receiving wiring closet data, the wiring closet data indicating one or more locations 
for one or more distribution system switches (or nodes) at the site for the wireless local area 
network, the one or more distribution system switches to the plurality of access points (i.e., 
selection and placement of hardware components such as cable, transceivers) (see col. 3, lines 
45-51, and col. 7, lines 29-37). 

Regarding claim 11, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 10 rejection) wherein 
determining quantity, placement, and configuration of the plurality of access points of the 
wireless local area network is further based at least on the wiring closet data (see col. 1, line 61 
to col. 2, line 13, col. 7, lines 29-37, and col. 13, line 64 to col. 14, line 13). 

Regarding claim 12, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 1 rejection) wherein the 



Application/Control Number: 10/667,027 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2681 

wiring closet data includes redundant connection data to the plurality of access points (see col. 4, 
lines 18-26). 

Regarding claim 13, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising: based at least on the floor plan data, the coverage data, and the capacity data, 
determining at least one of quantity, placement, and configuration of one or more distribution 
system switches (i.e., nodes) at the site for the wireless local area network, the one or more 
distribution system switches connecting to the plurality of access points (see col. 3, lines 42-57, 
col. 5, line 63 to col. 6, line 7, and col. 6, lines 24-30). 

Regarding claim 14, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 13 rejection) further 
comprising: determining connections between the one or more distribution system switches and 
the plurality of access points (see col. 4, lines 18-26). 

Regarding claim 15, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
capacity data includes one or more throughput rates for stations serviced by the plurality of 
access points (see col. 4, lines 27-36, and col. 6, lines 5-7). 

Regarding claim 16, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
capacity data includes one or more average desired association rates for stations serviced by the 
plurality of access points (see col. 10, lines 43-60). 

Regarding claim 17, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
capacity data includes one or more quantities of stations serviced by the plurality of access points 
(see col. 5, line 63 to col. 6, line 7, col. 7, line 63 to col. 8, line 10, and col. 11, lines 5-19). 
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Regarding claim 18, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 17 rejection) wherein the 
capacity data includes one or more quantities of active stations serviced by the plurality of access 
points (see col. 5, line 63 to col. 6, line 7, col. 7, line 63 to col. 8, line 10, and col. 11, lines 5-19). 

Regarding claim 19, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 17 rejection) wherein the 
capacity data includes one or more quantities of total stations serviced by the plurality of access 
points (see col. 15, lines 21-54). 

Regarding claim 20, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising: receiving association data (i.e., the designer can make design decisions based upon 
the viability of multiple locations and/or wireless system configuration) (see col. 10, lines 2-12). 

Regarding claim 21, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 20 rejection) wherein 
determining quantity, placement, and configuration of the plurality of access points of the 
wireless local area network is further based at least on the association data points (see col. 3, 
lines 42-57, col. 5, line 63 to col. 6, line 7, and col. 6, lines 24-30). 

Regarding claim 22, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 20 rejection) wherein the 
association data includes allowable channels for the plurality of access points (i.e., new channel 
sets) (see col. 7, lines 29-42). 

Regarding claim 23, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 20 rejection) wherein the 
association data includes one or more minimum rates for beacons of the plurality of access points 
(see col. 5, lines 54-). 

Regarding claim 24, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 20 rejection) wherein the 
association data includes one or more minimum rates for probe responses of the plurality of 
access points (see col. 5, line 54 to col. 6, line 7). 
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Regarding claim 26, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
configuration of the plurality of access points of the wireless local area network determined 
based at least on the floor plan data, the coverage data, and the capacity data, includes power 
levels for the plurality of access points (i.e., increase transmitted power) (see col. 7, lines 29-37). 

Regarding claim 27, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
configuration of the plurality of access points of the wireless local area network determined 
based at least on the floor plan data, the coverage data, and the capacity data, includes channel 
assignments for the plurality of access points (see col. 7, lines 29-42). 

Regarding claim 28, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
placement of the plurality of access points of the wireless local area network determined based at 
least on the floor plan data, the coverage data, and the capacity data, is manually adjustable via 
computer (i.e., see col. 4, lines 10-18). 

Regarding claim 29, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 28 rejection) further 
comprising: based at least on manually adjusted placement of the wireless local area network, 
determining at least one of the quantity and the configuration of the plurality of access points 
(see col. 4, lines 10-22. Also refer to col. 1, line 61 to col. 2, line 13, col. 7, lines 29-37, and col. 
13, line 64 to col. 14, line 13). 

Regarding claim 30, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 28 rejection) further 
comprising: based at least on manually adjusted placement of at least one access point of the 
wireless local area network, determining the placement of at least one other access point of the 
plurality of access points (see col. 4, lines 10-22. Also refer to col. 1, line 61 to col. 2, line 13, 
col. 7, lines 29-37, and col. 13, line 64 to col. 14, line 13). 
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Regarding claim 31, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 28 rejection) further 
comprising: based at least on manually adjusted placement of at least one access point of the 
wireless local area network, determining at leastone of the coverage data and the capacity data 
of the site for the wireless local area network (see col. 4, lines 10-22. Also refer to col. 1, line 61 
to col. 2, line 13, col. 7, lines 29-37, and col. 13, line 64 to col. 14, line 13). 

Regarding claim 32, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising: displaying at least the quantity and the placement of the plurality of access points of 
the wireless local area network (see col. 4, lines 10-22). 

Regarding claim 33, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising: permitting manual adjustments via computer to one or more of: the quantity and the 
configuration of the plurality of access points of the wireless local area network (see fig. 14, col. 
9, lines 30-36, and lines 46-51). 

Regarding claim 34, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 33 rejection) further 
comprising: based at least on the manual adjustments, determining at least one of the quantity, 
the placement, and the configuration of the plurality of access points (see col. 4, lines 10-22, and 
col. 9, lines 30-36, and lines 46-51). 

Regarding claim 35, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 33 rejection) further 
comprising: based at least on manual adjustments, determining at least one of the coverage data 
and the capacity data of the site for the wireless local area network see col. 4, lines 10-22, and 
col. 9, lines 30-36, and lines 46-51). 

Regarding claim 36, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising: receiving preexisting access point data (i.e., network engineers must determine 
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whether local area coverage will be adequately supplemented by other existing macrocells, or 
whether and where, particularly, indoor wireless transceivers (such as wireless access points, 
smart cards, sensors, or picocells) must be added) (see col. 1, line 65 to col. 2, line 7). 

Regarding claim 37, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 36 rejection) wherein 
determining quantity, placement, and configuration of the plurality of access points of the 
wireless local area network is further based at least on the preexisting access point data (see col. 
1 , line 65 to col. 2, line 7). 

Regarding claim 38, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising: generating work order data based at least on the quantity, the placement, and the 
configuration of the plurality of access points of the wireless local area network (see col. 13, 
lines 36-43). 

Regarding claim 39, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 38 rejection) wherein the 
work order data (i.e., installation information) includes installation instructions for the plurality 
of access points of the wireless local area network (see col. 13, lines 36-43). 

Regarding claim 40, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 39 rejection) wherein the 
work order data includes installation instructions for one or more distribution system switches 
(i.e., distribution feed systems) connecting to the plurality of access points of the wireless local 
area network (see col. 6, lines 26-31, and col. 13, lines 36-43). 

Regarding claim 41, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising: pushing distribution system switch configurations to one or more distribution system 
switches at the site for the wireless local area network, the one or more distribution system 
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switches connecting to the plurality of access points (see col. 6, lines 26-31, and col. 13, lines 36- 
43). 

Regarding claim 52, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising: pushing access point configurations to one or more access points of the plurality of 
access points (see col 8, lines 34-44). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rappaport 
in view of McKenna et al. (McKenna), U.S. Patent No. 6687498. 

Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 1 rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method includes multi-homing for the plurality of access points. 

However, McKenna discloses a transceiver, which supports point to multi-point 
connections. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
Rappaport 5 s method with the characteristic, as described, of Mckenna's method to arrive at the 
claimed invention. A motivation for doing so would have been to provide to the access point the 
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added ability to reduce the chance of access being denied if one connection fails. 

11. Claims 42-51, 53-58 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rappaport in view of Rappaport et al. (Rappaport II), U.S. Patent No. 6973622. 

Regarding claim 42, Rappaport discloses a method as disclosed above (see claim 41 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the distribution switch configurations include management settings. 

However, Rappaport II discloses a method, which includes management settings (i.e., 
network settings) (see col. 19, lines 19-22). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described above to arrive at the claimed invention. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure appropriate predictions could be made 
according to expected system performance. 

Regarding claim 43, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 42 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the management settings include one or more HTTPS settings, telnet 
settings, SNMP settings, logging settings, time zone settings. 

However, Rappaport II discloses a method wherein a remote agent can be directed to 
make measurement using any desired protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 
Also, the network may be modeled down to the settings and locations of the individual data 
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communications devices (see col. 19, lines 19-22, 54-61, col. 27, lines 2-14, and col. 30, lines 
31-40). Thus, one skilled in the art would have unhesitatingly conceptualize (as known in the art) 
that HTTPS settings, telnet settings, SNMP settings, logging settings, and time zone settings may 
be included in protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described above to arrive at the claimed invention. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure appropriate predictions could be made 
according to expected system performance. 

Regarding claim 44, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 41 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the management settings include IP service settings. 

However, Rappaport II discloses a method wherein a remote agent can be directed to 
make measurement using any desired protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 
Also, the network may be modeled down to the settings and locations of the individual data 
communications devices (see col. 19, lines 19-22, 54-61, col. 27, lines 2-14, and col. 30, lines 
31-40). Thus, one skilled in the art would have unhesitatingly conceptualize (as known in the art) 
that IP service settings may be included in protocol, traffic type, network settings, or 
configurations. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described above to arrive at the claimed invention. A 



Application/Control Number: 10/667,027 Page 15 

Art Unit: 2681 

motivation for doing so would have been to ensure appropriate predictions could be made 
according to expected system performance. 

Regarding claim 45, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 44 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the management settings include static route settings, IP alias settings, 
DNS settings, and NTP settings. 

However, Rappaport II discloses a method wherein a remote agent can be directed to 
make measurement using any desired protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 
Also, the network may be modeled down to the settings and locations of the individual data 
communications devices (see col. 19, lines 19-22, 54-61, col. 27, lines 2-14, and col. 30, lines 
31-40). Thus, one skilled in the art would have unhesitatingly conceptualize (as known in the art) 
that static route settings, IP alias settings, DNS settings, and NTP settings may be included in 
protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described above to arrive at the claimed invention. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure appropriate predictions could be made 
according to expected system performance. 

Regarding claim 46, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 41 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the management settings include authentication settings. 
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However, Rappaport II discloses a method, which includes authentication settings (i.e., 
security) (see col. 19, lines 19-22, 54-61, col. 27, lines 2-14, and col. 30, lines 31-40). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described above to arrive at the claimed invention. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure appropriate predictions could be made 
according to expected system performance. 

Regarding claim 47, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 41 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the distribution system switch configurations include distribution 
system switch port settings. 

However, Rappaport II discloses a method wherein a remote agent can be directed to 
make measurement using any desired protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 
Also, the network may be modeled down to the settings and locations of the individual data 
communications devices (see col. 19, lines 19-22, 54-61, col. 27, lines 2-14, and col. 30, lines 
31-40). Thus, one skilled in the art would have unhesitatingly conceptualize (as known in the art) 
that switch port settings may be included in protocol, traffic type, network settings, or 
configurations. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described above to arrive at the claimed invention. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure appropriate predictions could be made 
according to expected system performance. 
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Regarding claim 48, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 47 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the distribution system switch port settings includes settings for 
distribution system switch ports connected to access points of the plurality of access points. 

However, Rappaport II discloses a method wherein a remote agent can be directed to 
make measurement using any desired protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 
Also, the network may be modeled down to the settings and locations of the individual data 
communications devices (see col. 19, lines 19-22, 54-61, col. 27, lines 2-14, and col. 30, lines 
31-40). Thus, one skilled in the art would have unhesitatingly conceptualize (as known in the art) 
that settings for distribution system switch ports connected to access points of the plurality of 
access points may be included in protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described above to arrive at the claimed invention. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure appropriate predictions could be made 
according to expected system performance. 

Regarding claim 49, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 41 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the distribution system switch configurations include distribution 
system switch VLAN settings. 
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However, Rappaport II discloses a method wherein a remote agent can be directed to 
make measurement using any desired protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 
Also, the network may be modeled down to the settings and locations of the individual data 
communications devices (see col. 19, lines 19-22, 54-61, col. 27, lines 2-14, and col. 30, lines 
31-40). Thus, one skilled in the art would have unhesitatingly conceptualize (as known in the art) 
that distribution system switch VLAN settings may be included in protocol, traffic type, network 
settings, or configurations. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described above to arrive at the claimed invention. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure appropriate predictions could be made 
according to expected system performance. 

Regarding claim 50, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 49 
rejections). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the distribution system switch configurations include distribution 
system switch VLAN settings, which includes one or more EP address settings, STP settings. 

However, Rappaport II discloses a method wherein a remote agent can be directed to 
make measurement using any desired protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 
Also, the network may be modeled down to the settings and locations of the individual data 
communications devices (see col. 19, lines 19-22, 54-61, col. 27, lines 2-14, and col. 30, lines 
31-40). Thus, one skilled in the art would have unhesitatingly conceptualize (as known in the art) 



Application/Control Number: 10/667,027 Page 19 

Art Unit: 2681 

that IP address settings, STP settings may be included in protocol, traffic type, network settings, 
or configurations. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described above to arrive at the claimed invention. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure appropriate predictions could be made 
according to expected system performance. 

Regarding claim 51, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 50 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the distribution system switch port VLAN settings specify 
membership of distribution system switch ports in VLANs (i.e., system configuration). 

However, Rappaport II discloses a method wherein a remote agent can be directed to 
make measurement using any desired protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 
Also, the network may be modeled down to the settings and locations of the individual data 
communications devices (see col. 19, lines 19-22, 54-61, col. 27, lines 2-14, and col. 30, lines 
31-40). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described above to arrive at the claimed invention. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure appropriate predictions could be made 
according to expected system performance. 

Regarding claim 53, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 50 
rejection). 
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Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the access point configurations include SSID settings. 

However, Rappaport II discloses a method wherein a remote agent can be directed to 
make measurement using any desired protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 
Also, the network may be modeled down to the settings and locations of the individual data 
communications devices (see col. 19, lines 19-22, 54-61, col. 27, lines 2-14, and col. 30, lines 
31-40). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described above to arrive at the claimed invention. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure appropriate predictions could be made 
according to expected system performance. 

Regarding claims 54-56, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 53 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the SSID settings include at least one of: beaconed SSID settings, 
encrypted data SSID settings, and unencrypted data SSID settings, nor does he disclose a method 
wherein the encryption settings include at least one of: encryption standard settings and 
encryption key settings. 

However, Rappaport II discloses a method wherein a remote agent can be directed to 
make measurement using any desired protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 
Also, the network may be modeled down to the settings and locations of the individual data 
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communications devices (see col. 19, lines 19-22, 54-61, col. 27, lines 2-14, and col. 30, lines 
31-40). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described above to arrive at the claimed invention. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure appropriate predictions could be made 
according to expected system performance. 

Regarding claim 57, Rappaport discloses a method (see claim 52 rejection) wherein the 
access point configurations include 802.11 settings (i.e., wireless local area network) (see col. 1, 
lines 37-44). 

Regarding claim 58, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 57 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the 802.1 1 settings include channel number settings. 

However, Rappaport II discloses a method wherein a remote agent can be directed to 
make measurement using any desired protocol, traffic type, network settings, or configurations. 
Also, the network may be modeled down to the settings and locations of the individual data 
communications devices (see col. 19, lines 19-22, 54-61, col. 27, lines 2-14, and col. 30, lines 
31-40). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill n the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described above to arrive at the claimed invention. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure appropriate predictions could be made 
according to expected system performance. 
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12. Claims 49-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rappaport in view of Forbes, U.S. Patent No. 6512916. 

Regarding claim 49, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 41 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the distribution system switch configurations include distribution 
system switch VLAN settings. 

However, Forbes discloses a method, which includes distribution system switch VLAN 
settings (i.e., VPN services) (see col. 8, lines 60-62). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so 
would have been to create a system that is based on logical connection. 

Regarding claim 50, Rappaport discloses a method, which includes IP address settings IP 
address settings (i.e., internet protocol addresses) (see paragraph 62). 

Regarding claim 51, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 50 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the distribution system switch port VLAN settings specify 
membership of distribution system switch ports in VLANs. 

However, Forbes discloses a method wherein VPN setting specify membership of 
distribution system switch ports in VP AN (as understood by examiner) (VPN services includes 
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wide area network services, firewall services, and dedicated Internet access support) (see col. 8, 
lines 60-62). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so 
would have been to create a system that is based on logical connection. 

13. Claims 53-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rappaport in view of Agrawal et al. (Agrawal), U.S. Patent No. 6879812. 

Regarding claim 53, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 50 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the access point configurations include SSE) settings. 

However, Agrawal discloses a method wherein the access point configurations include 
SSE) settings (i.e., To differentiate the subnetworks or particular networks, each particular 
subnetwork or network may have an identification associated with it. In this case, the 
communications for one network will be ignored by those devices associated with another 
network based, at least in part, by this identification associated with the transmissions of data. In 
the case of an 802.1 1 protocol, this is accomplished by an Extended Service Set Identifier 
(ESSID), which identifies the wireless local area network (LAN)) (see col. 9, lines 20-31). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine both teachings to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so 
would have to provide an open wireless network. 



Application/Control Number: 10/667,027 Page 24 

Art Unit: 2681 

Regarding claim 54, Rappaport discloses a method as described above (see claim 53 
rejection). 

Although Rappaport discloses a method as described, Rappaport does not specifically 
disclose a method wherein the SSID settings include at least one of: beaconed SSID settings, 
encrypted data SSID settings, and unencrypted data SSID settings. 

However, Agrawal discloses a method wherein the SSID settings include beaconed SSID 
settings (i.e., identification associated with the transmission of data) (see col. 9, lines 20-31). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine both teachings to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so 
would have to provide an open wireless network. 

Conclusion 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Pierre-Louis Desir whose telephone number is (571) 272-779. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00AM- 5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild can be reached on (571) 272-4090. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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